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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 95-7366

ROY DAVI D Pl LKENTCN,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
DAVID K. SM TH, Warden; DOCTOR ROSTRAFENSKI ,
Psychol ogi st; LOU SE DI XON, Medi cal Depart nent
Supervi sor; ELI ZABETH WAGNER, LPN, AMY WOOTEN,
LPN,

Def endants - Appell ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Western Di s-
trict of Virginia, at Roanoke. Janmes C. Turk, District Judge.
(CA-94-116-R

Subm tted: Decenber 14, 1995 Deci ded: January 17, 1996

Bef ore ERVI N, Chi ef Judge, and W DENER and W LKINS, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Roy David Pil kenton, Appellant Pro Se. Mrk Ral ph Davis, OFFICE
OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF VIRGA NIA, Richnond, Virginia; Leigh
Thonpson Hanes, Peter Duane Vieth, WOOTEN & HART, P.C., Roanoke,
Virginia, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's order granting
judgnment as a matter of law for the Defendants after a bench tri al
on Appellant's 42 U.S.C. § 1983 (1988) claimthat they were delib-
erately indifferent to his serious nedi cal needs. W have revi ewed
the record and the district court's opinion and find no reversible

error. Accordingly, we affirm on the reasoning of the district

court. Pilkenton v. Smth, No. CA-94-116-R (WD. Va. Aug. 22
1995). We di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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